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April 6, 1971 

Ben. Hal* Boggs 
Houae of fispraseatatlvea 
Washington, D.C. 

Jt *A» * * •• * 

Bear Congraasaan Boggs, 

Congratulations on you r courageous speech yeaterday demanding tta* departure of J. 
■deer Hoover. Bean she 7BX aill be tetter off for It. 



•i 



Ify purpose In wi-ttin g, however. It not aeerely to express approval of this one 
speeoh. It Is to inf ore you of what I believe you nay not know, that you have in other 
veys been TlotLaiaed by Mr. Hoover, daring your membership on the Warren Conaieaian. 

I have oonduoted and an, with aerloua official interference, a till oonduetlnc, an 
Inven t! gallon of that inveatl g atl o n, I have road those azoautlve aoaalon a not otUl 
suppressed, and 1 knew the feelings of the Meehera of aome of the la sues, aepeolally 
ene I will addreaa dlreotly. .> 



Tha noat significant evidanoe waa withheld fro® you, and by the in. I an preparing 
to awe for aoaa under the freedom of Information Aot < 5 B.S.C. 552), have won one 
eueh auit (.incredibly, with a soaaary judgement), and I think It ia quit# accurate that 
not one alngle esm.., uni cation fro* the Department, whioh responds for tha Bureau under 
the fOl, ha a not lied, blatantly, violated, tha lew, or just bean plain deoeptlve, I think 
there are now two eases of offialal perjury, and If you era a lawyer, 1 will put you In 
m position to judjo for joursolf • 



o4 thmo things relate to low Orlua«« hr niaylti you hod no picture* of 
Oswald bain* nrrostod. *his is not boosuo tho FK did not hnww ttesu fhmy had at tot 
*•••* two notion pleturoa, taken by ana team, hath of wtHoh they withhold fren you. 
There la reeaen to believe there aoy have been an offialal alee Ukln* pictures. X have 
obtained free tha owner shat raaains of the pleturoa In one ease. Doth have informed no 
^end in each ease with a corroborating witness) that the original pictures were edited 
by the VU end the edited version rather than tha original returned. Tou get neither. 
Bearing on this, there is absolutely no doubt that tha KDtHMTV plotures wore likewise 
edited, and that tha atlll plotures made fren it were, except for I think 3 0 f 17, withheld 
fren you and are not now in the Archives. Z have (incontestable proof of tfale in PHI 
reports in ny poae a aio n , X have a aepy of the WD3U fils made available to ae by Kd Planer, 
and 1 have qstqi si witnesses ,uii »— m. m. -■ -*■* ±. 






deeorlbing still ploturoe free this film shown the* but net you. 
The Secret Service espy, whioh X was finally able to fores Into the national Archives, 
still has a wrapper saying it shews Oswald and two other an distributing handbills outside 
tbe eld ISM, but the reaalnlng file show# but one. X Interviewed that one, on tape, with 
Ue permission, sad he deeorihes the second nan with bin and Onald. Jasso Cor* alee told 
as of seeing this third picks ter. With the earieua question, was Oswald aleoue, need X 
emphasise whst this evidence could have heart to your Comal ssion, end that yen should hove 
evaluated it, ao ethers for you? 



lour report deals with another a sp ect of this flake ting saying that Oswald, uaimg 
the name Oswald, had tha handbills printed by the Jonee Printing Oompmay. The Beport 
the exact wording of the report supplied your Cemsu. salon by the PBX in Washington, 
it la diametrically opposite the raw reports (and X have and sen shew you ell of these) of 
the agents la the field, who said that the oaSy people whs knew aald It was net Oswald. X 
interviewed both, a g a in on tape and again with permission, sad they leave ns doubt that 









set only wheat is not possible is that Oswald got these handbills, but independently, 
when eaoh of the two people was given a stack of Miscellaneous pictures, totally perhaps 
100, each selected the ease pictures of one man as the one to whoa they had delivered 
the handbills* Nor is this the entire story, but it gives you one aspeot of what was dans 
to you and pour Caamiasion, how you were boxed in, added to the vlotlaa, so to speak. And 
this in only part af what was withheld from you relating to Haw Orleans. There la a 
considerable story on David Ferris you were not give*, and what was nads available was 
eouehed in such language that your staff, if it had the desire (and I doubt Wesley 
Llebeler did) would not likely have detected it. 

This is not true of New Orleans evidence alone. I can show you what I have 
•btaoned (aad completely properly) that was withheld froa yon of an even no re basis 
nature. It apparently was decided that letting me have it without going to court 
would attract lass attention to it than letting mm sue for it. 

Let me give you a ooupla of other examples of what the FBI did to you, froa only 
those things for whioh I sa now suing or preparing to sue. Tou do not have a single 
- — meaningful of the lata President's garments. They were carefully arranged to show nothing 
bat gore, to hide the evidence they boar. Z have obtained some that prove this beyond 
doubt, even to the layman, and X have a reading from an accredited cr imin a li st. I am 
suing far ethers, those not taken far you. *ou realise teas garments are all in your 
•videnae, end ,*11 I seek is pictures of the damage, no more. They will flood am with gore, 
with all the undignified pictures oapafhla of none but sensational use, but pictures of 
as smell an area as l/2 inch of the garments, shewing only the damage, which la all that 
1 think I need far my continuing study, that I am denied for a series of spurious reasons. 
These range from the frivolous claim that pictures not showing the hloood are for scnaatioaU. 
and undl£xifled purposes to the quite false claim that the alleged GSA^family contract 
preoludas it (whioh ia the opposite, it requires it). 

Are you aware that you mere never given the speotro graphic analyses? I also have 
been denied than, froa the time of ay first request in May of 1966. It in not and cannot 
be severed by any of the exemptions of 5 U.8.C. 552 . Can you think of one good reason why 
you should not have had it? The reason actually mads in court - and Z can supply you 
with the transcript - that that the Attorney Oenarml had determined that the "national 
interest" required it to be suppressed! . If you axe familiar with the legislative history 
of this law, sad particularly with the Bouse Report, nothing is more certain than that 
congress intended eliminating that IndsfitlBsness, that traditional cloak for suppression. 

I can supply you with this report, too. Boom than, no smoh statement from Hr. Mitchell 
was produced In court, and with the ease under appeal, he has net denied making this 
"determination", of whioh proof doss not exist. 

I do not soak publicity for any of this. Quite the ooatrary. Z have invested an 
ennnmnaii labor, aad I desire to complete my own research and writing before anything also. 
However, cm a basis ad mutual confidence - meaning you will make no public use of what 
I do not now want used and X mill make no unauthorised reference to any consultation or 
meeting we any have - everything X have ia available to you. In strictest confidence, X 
tell you that Senator Bus sell was moat aeruiualy disturbed whan 1 handed, him proof of 
alterations mads in your official records. I will show you this else, should you desire, 
for it is one of the ways in whioh, historically, tbs Members ware Bade into vlotlaa. 

For aaxo current evidence of the performance of the FBI under Mr. “cover, X refer yew 
to my current book, reviewed in the ooedng issue of the Saturday Review end of whioh I 
enclose n pre-publication, trade- pres 3 review. The agents are neither this incompetent 
nor this dishonest... When, aa you do, you talk of this in the context of the Bill or 
Bights, you could not bo more right end, X hope, with me, more concerned. 

Sincerely, 






